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THE MOCKING TRADITION BEHIND CHARLIE HEBDO

< .mrm _N,_mm_mN_:m is the heir to a French school of ﬂ_._ocm_# that has made fun of religion from nmﬁ:o__n_m:._ to jihadism
WSS Y-

BY CAROLINE WEBER

THE SATIRICAL weekly Charlie Hebdo
was the conscious heir to a French intel-
lectual tradition with a long history: rad-
ical anticlericalism.

Before the Charlie Hebdo era (the
magazine dates from the late 1960s),
France’s most influential anticlerical
thinkers trained their fire on Catholi-
cism—for centuries the country’s state
religion. As a rule, however, these indi-
viduals objected not so much to precise
points of religious doctrine as to the fa-
naticism, ignorance and ﬁmwmmnznob
that, in their view, tended
to accompany . “true

Carnival, in which Christian morality
was temporarily and gleefully sus-
pended, as well as to Renaissance liter-
ary representations of priests as impor-
tunate louts. In Frangois Rabelais’s
“Gargantua” (1534), the eponymous hero
rails against monks because they “nei-
ther plow, like the peasant, nor heal the
sick, like the doctor” but instead “harass
the whole neighborhood by rattling their
church-bells” and mumbling “countless
legends and psalms they don't even un-
derstand.”

Anticlericalism reached its apogee

during the Enlightenment. Brandishing
finely honed logic and wicked hurmor, the
philosophes gleefully mocked what they
saw as the inconsistencies and absurdi-
ties of Church dogma. Voltaire excelled
at this technique. In his novella “L’In-
génu” (1767), a gaggle of small-town
priests and parishioners decides to con-
vert an Amerindian “savage”—only to
see their plan go comically awry when
the newcomer makes a quick study of
the Bible and then demands that they
comply with all of its directives, from
circumcision (generally dismissed by
Voltaire’s contemporaries as a “Jewish”
practice) to baptism in a river (rather
than at a baptismal font).

In Voltaire’s satirieal
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Anticlerical  French dogma. thorities, his opponent re-
thought traces its origins I plies, “Come, now. Neither
to rambunctious early they nor God will stop us
Catholic practices such as from burning you alive;

that’s the punishment for...philosophers
who don’t share our opinions.” Voltaire
himself escaped destruction by fire, but
the Church condemned his “Diction-
naire” and other works to the flames.
The Marquis de Sade took “enlight-
ened” anticlericalism to even more shock-
ing extremes. His novels portray monas-
teries as hotbeds of frantic buggery. One
novel, “La Philosophie dans le boudoir”
(c. 1793), reviles the Virgin Mary as a
“dirty, shameless slut” and Jesus Christ
as a “scoundrel,” a “creep”.and a “des-
pot.” Unsurprisingly, these pronounce-
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ments landed Sade in serious trouble. To
this day, he remains the only French au-
thor to have served prison time under
four successive political regimes,
After World War I, the French Surreal-
ist movement revived Sade’s legacy and
made him a hero of avant-garde rebeliion.
They found in Sade a bracing antidote to

the morality of the ruling classes, which
had invoked God and country while send-
ing millions of yourg men to die in the
trenches. The Surrealist filmmakers Luis

Bufiuel and Salvador Dali ended their vir- -

ulently anticlerical masterpiece, “I:Age
d’or,” with a Sadean vignette, with one of
the novelist’s most depraved characters,

the Duc de Blangis, emerging n.oa an
orgy dressed as Jesus Christ. When the
film came out, this scene so outraged
Cathelic sensibilities that an extremist
youth group staged a riot in the movie
theater, tossing tear-gas bombs and beat-
ing up members of the audience,

For all their focus on militant Islam,
the editors of Charlie Hebdo, as heirs to
this tradition, didn’t give Catholicism a
pass either. One of the weekly’s more
graphic covers—a response to the rejec-

* tion of gay marriage by the archbishop

of Paris, André Vingt-Trois—shows the
Father, the Son and the Holy Ghost in a
lewd ménage & trois beneath the caption:
“Msgr. Vingt-Trois Has Three Daddies.”
But as the magazine’s director, Stéphane
Charbonnier (better lmown to readers
under his pen name Charb), noted in
2012, his paper’s anti-Catholic carica-
tures never triggered the kind of violent

" backlash generated by its anti-Muslim

ones: “We could show the pope sodomiz-
ing a mole and get no reaction.”

It is a key point. The imperviousness
of modern-day Catholics to Charlie
Hebdo’s brand of satire is itself a by-
product of French anticlerical culture.
After more than 500 years of ridicule,
Cathelicism has finally become “bana-
lized” (that is, lost its status as a taboo
subject), in a neologism coined by Charb
himself in 2012, He went on to say, “We
have to keep at it until Islam is as bana-
lized as Catholicism.” Charb was among
those murdered on Wednesday.

Dr. Weber is a professor of French at
Barnard College. Her books include
“Terror and Its Discontents” and
“Queen of Fashion: What Marie-Antoi-
nette Wore to the French Revolution.”
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BY TIM KREIDER

" The author of “We
- Leamn Nothing,” a
- collection of essays

and cartoons.

~ rhake riews here in the West any-
* Trioré is,when a Pollock or War:

hol sells for a sum commensy--

rate with the budget of a “Transformers”
film. It seems bizarre, then, to find our-
selves grappling with intertiational crises
in which art is the'issue.

I was bemused by the imbroglio in-
<o§bm the Sony movie “The Interview,”
then horrified by the massacre at oE:.rm
Hebdo in Paris. The incomprehension,

. whether bemused or horrified, that we

“feel toward people who take up arms

- - against the purveyors of cartoons. or

__comedies is-a chastefiing remindér that
- - there are still cultures in which art is not

a harmiless diversion or commodity, but

something real and volatile, a potential

threat to-be violently suppressed. These

-attacks are, in a way, a savage, atavistic

- show of respect.

l.was a cartoonist for The Baltimore
City Paper from 1997 to 2009, so I well
kmow what influence a political cartoon-
ist wields in this country. The last time

.art had any real-world effect on United:

States politics was about 140 years ago,
when Boss Tweed was not only driven
from power by Thomas Nast's carica-
tures of him but ultimately arrested after
he’d fled to Spain, where he was recog-
nized from those same cartoons.

Much as I admire Steve Bell's car-
icatures of George W. Bush as a nE.m_-
flinging chimpanzee, it’s hard to imagine

_ them landing the former president in The

Hague. I have to wonder whether any of

my colleagues felt the same gueasy mix-
"of emotions I did on hearing about the as-

sassinations in Paris: beneath the out-

. rage, sorrow and soclidarity, a small, ir-

rational twinge of shame that we’re not

- doing anything - s.o_.E shooting us. over.

Kurt Vonnegut Jr. likened Em curmnulative
firepower of all the art and Em_.muﬁm di-

hen A 2 Hm Um:mmﬂoﬁm AQ. Zo@

mmgqmammﬂmdmn seéms to

rected against the Vietnam War to “the

explosive force of a very large Hanaha-

ter, -20 centimeters thick, and dropped
from a height of 10. meters or more.” A lot

of artists in America tend to be self- -

deprecating futilitarians, because we've
grown up in a culture in which art does-
n't matter except, occasionally, as a high-
end investment. When art has been con-

troversial here it’s most often been be-

Could a cartoon alarm

.anyone in the U.S.?
- cause it’s deeméd obscene. (Seg is our
tawdry Muhammad, the thing that can-

. not be depicted.) But it’s hard to think of

a time in our history when art gave any
cause for alarm te anyone in power.
" It's a testament to the brittleness and

" fragility of ideologies-like the thuggish

cult of North Korea and the more homi-
cidally literalist sects of Islam that they
respond to art most Westerners regard
as silly and trivial: dumb comedies,

crude cartoons. North Korea saw “The -
Interview” as some sort of invidious
state-sponsored attack on its revered -
leader, the cinematic equivalent of a dirty |

bomb. It was almost m:gmmnzm_ you

wanted to explain to them, No, see, in our
country, this is stupid art. We weten’t
evern going to go see it in theaters until

you threatened to bomb them; we’

would’ve waited for it on instant stream-

. ing." Some part of the international re-.

action to the Charlie Hebdo massacre
. ;

was n.um same kind of noanmmoms&nm in-

credulity: Wait, this was about cartcons?
"Tt speaks well of our own relatively
flexible system that it can aécommodate

" . criticism and - dissent withotit lopping
. cream pie — a pie two meters in diame-

anyone’s hands off. But. this is also a

" backhanded testament to our society's

successful denaturing of satire, and the

_impotence of art in our own culture. Au-
tocrats from Plato on have advocated .

centrol and nmumo..mEu of the arts.to en-
sure the stability- of their states. and
micromanage their people’s inner lives.
In the mature democracies of the West,
there’s no longer any need for purges or
fatwas or book-burnings. Why waste bul-
lets shooting artists when you can just
not pay them? 45% bother banning
books when nobody reads anyway, and
the national literature is so provincial, in-
sular and narcissistic it poses no ad:Em.
some guestions?

The real Machiavellian genius. of Sm
First Amendment is that free speech
turns out to be mostly harmless — a lot of

. P.C. nit-picking, dingbat conspiracy theo-

Ties, tedious Iibertarian screeds and
name calling. The only “free speech” that

" has any effect in a stable, well-run plutoc-

racy is the kind protected by Buckley vs.
Valec in the ME.E of campaign oo:Hc:.
tions.

American SEE_MB has =m own in-
genious systern for neutralizing or ab-
sorbing dissent: Any art that challenges
its fundamental assumptions, its inevita-
bility and rightness, is either ignored
¢with the artist eventually forced to tend

bar or learn mnmur_n design}, or, if it-be-.

comes successful, is so lavishly rewarded
that it becomes painlessly welcomed into

the system it criticized. As systems of op-
- pression go, the latter is definitety the

one you want to suffer under. I'm re-
lieved to live in.a place where the worst .
thing I have to.wotry about is being
called names on the Internet. Being paid
otily 20 bucks a week for my political car-
toons was kind of insulting, but at least I
wasn't forced to eat them at gunpoirt.

I don’t mean to romanticize what hap-
pened in Paris: It was obscene and stu-
uE and sad. And yet there is also occa-
sion .for pride in it, the kind of Somber

. pride any soldier is entitled to feel ina

comrade’s sacrifice. It is areminder that
art is not a frivolous diversion, not just a
product or “content” It is still alive and ' _
dangerous, and still hated and feared by: .

thosé most deserving of our no:&BE

and mockery.

A lot of people are QEEm the cartoon-
ists of Charlie Hebdo “heroes,” which it’s
hard to imagine happening while they
were still alive. (Would Seth Rogen be
one if the North Koreans poisoned him?)
But if grown-ups are going to use a word
as childish 'as “hero” at all, then I'm
afraid we may have to apply it, now and
then,” not only to those uniforrned few
who confrol drones from Langley or
Vegas or bust teenagers selling weed on
the street but also to silly, __._.m@wa peo-
ple like cartoonists.

Last week, we quietly wn_qmn a few
more names to the roll call. And tonight,
in the real ceremony, my colleagues andl
will satute them with the traditional in--
struments of our trade — glasses raised

-around tables in the bars and cafes and

tea houses of the civilized world. And, af-
ter a few, we'll do what cartoonists do —
make cruel, gleeful fun of the attackers,
of Islamic wackos and right-wing bigots,

' opportunistic politicians and useless car-’

toonists. No one will be spared.
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DECLARATIONS
By Peggy Noonan

t was a sunny Tuesday in

London, Valentine’s Day 1989,

The phone rang in the novelist’s

home, It was a BBC reporter. At

first he was irritated: She
didr’t even bother to tell him how
she’d gotten his private number.
“How does it feel,” she asked, “to
know that you have just been
sentenced to death by the Ayatollah
Khomeini?

“Tt doesn’t feel good,” Salman
Rushdie, said, 7 am a dead man, he
thought.

In a daze he walked E.o:bn
closing shutters, locking the front
door. Witnessing his own fear he
decided to keep a commitment to do
a television interview. When he left
the house he didn’t know it would be
three years before he entered it
again.

Free speech is more than
a tradition. It’s the

basis of civilization.
g~ |

Walking into the studio he was
handed a printout of the edict just
released by the supreme leader of
Iran: “T inform the proud Muslim
people of the world that the author
of the ‘Satanic Verses’ book, which is
against Islam, the Prophet and the
Quran, and all those involved in its
publication who were aware of its
content, are sentenced to death. I ask
all the Muslims to execute them
wherever they find them.”

Mr. Rushdie read it. The inter-
viewer asked him to respond.

“T wish I'd written a more critical
book,” he said. He was ever after
proud he said that, though in future

Salman Rush

years he occasionally wobbled under
the pressure, as one would.

And s0 began his roughly 10 years
in hiding, with heavy police protec-
tion, under an assumed name
“Joseph Anton,” which is what he
called his 2012 memoir, from which
the above is taken. .

Salman Rushdie had written a
novel critical of Islam, and so he had
to die. It was the first famous mmgm
in the Waest.

I was a writer and producer at
CBS News in New York, and I remem-
ber the general American reaction,
which was bafflernent: They're
threatening an artist for producing
art? Who are these people? In the
publishing world Mr. Rushdie’s
became a celebrated cause, but to
others he was not an entirely sympa-
thetic figure—arrogant, a snooty
lefty luvvie who Wrote a rude book
about the faith of his fathers and
now they’re coming down on him
like a ton of bricks. Remind me EE
I care?

Looking back, he was the canary in
the coal mine. Theo van Gogh, the
Dutch filmmaker and writer, was shot
to death on the street and almost
decapitated in November 2004, after
his short film on women and Islam
was broadcast on television. His col-
laborator, Ayaan Hirsi Ali, got death
threats and eventually fled to Amer-

“ica. Kurt Westergaard, the Danish

cartoonist who drew Muhammad
with a bomb hidden in his turban,
was a target of two assassination
attempts and had to go into hiding.

And now the atrocity in Paris.
Extremist Muslim fanatics cut dovm
12 people at the offices of Charlie
Hebdo magazine. Their crime too was
insulting Islam.

What do we know now that we did
not know when Mr. Rushdie was
targeted? That extreme, militant
Islamists continue to clash with the

liberal West. That the West must see |

to it that its values are not compro-
mised by the fears the murderers
seek to spread.

ie, Meet Charlie Hebdo
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Outside the Frénth Embassy In London on Wednesday.

Charlie Hebdo magazine has
struck me as aimed at the immature,
or af Jeast the not fully formed, Its
cartoons and other humdr are broad
and vulgar, even primitive, hot witty -
or sly. The magazine delights in
crudely, grossly insulting all faiths,
especially Islam. But as a Westerner
would say, so what? It has been
alleged by a few people that the staff
of Charlie Hebdo brought the tragedy
on themselves. That is exactly what
was said of Salman Rushdie, that he
shouldn’t have written such an
offensive book.

Maybe it would be instructive to
look at how we in the West handle
what is rude and unpleasant and
offensive.

First, our freedoms are not merely
our “traditions,” our “ways,” “reflec-
tive of Enlightenment agsumptions”
or “very pleasant.” In America
especially, they are everything to us.
Here freedom of expression is called
free speech, and it is protected in the
first of the Constitution’s amend-
ments because it is the most impor-
tant of our rights.

In the way that courage is the first

of the virtues because without it
none of the others are possible, the
First Amendment protects the free-
dom upon which all others depend.
Without free speech no difference of
opinion can be resolved, no progress

 made in the law or in polities, no

truth found and held high, no scandal
unearthed and stopped.

But free speech takes patience. It
Tequires us to hold our temper and
give each other plenty of room in
which to operate.

This is how we deal with offensive
speech: ) ,
In the late Hmmom Andres Serrano
produced “Piss owbmr‘. a phetograph
of a small erucifix submerged in the

artist’s urine. That didn’t go over
well with a lot of Christians. They
wrote op-eds, protested peacefully,
and criticized the National Endow-
ment for the Arts for subsidizing the
work with tax money. The arguments
were vigorous. But the protests were
peaceful, and no one even dreamed
of harming the artist. ]

In the late 1990s it was Chris Ofili,
whose painting “The Holy Virgin
Mary” depicted Mary swrrounded by

pornographic images and smeared
with elephant dung. When it was
exhibited at the Brooklyn Museum it
didn’t go over well with Catholics,
including Mayor Rudolph Giuliani.
The museum received public money.
There were protests and arguments,
the mayor withheld funds, the
museum sued him and won. No one
ever dreamed of harming the artist.

We resolve these things peacefully
in the West. And this is not only
“tradition.” We know on some level
that this is how civilization keeps
itself together. I remember long con-
versations during these controversies
in which people tried to view the
provocative works charitably. Maybe-
the artist is trying, awkwardly and
imperfectly, to say something big and
even good? Maybe he’s trying to say:
You say you love Christ but you
don’t honor him.” Maybe he’s trying
to say, “You say you honor Mary, but
in your own actions and lives you
cover her not with glory but dung.”
Or maybe the artists were just talent-
less haecks producing the only thing
they were good at: publicity.

The point is people considered and
debated. They didn’t pick up a gun.

A singular feature of extremist
Islamists is that they are not at all
interested in persuasicn. They don’t
care about winning you over, only
about making you submit. They want
to menace and threaten. They want
to frighten. They enjoy posing with
the severed head.

It is the West’s job not to be over-
come by fear, not to give an inch.

Steady is the word.

Tracked down by a reporter for
Deutsche Welle after the Charlie
Hebdo massacre, Kurt Westergaard
offered his wisdom. He said the
murderers were “fanatics.” He told
the media “not to be afraid” and not
to “surrender” free speech. And he
said he hoped for “a reaction from
the moderate majority of Muslims
against this attack.”

That majority actually Enmﬂmh and
should step forward.
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atypical week he would Place about a half doz-
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be taker down no more than one hour after-
ward, The town
telling himto stop, Repeatedly failing to obey
the regulation could result in fines up to
$2,500-and jail tiine of six months? -

- The chuireh sued.on grounds that the regu-
lations governing its sighs were significantly

mofe Stringent than those governing political

- signs, which could stay up for months before -

ap.election and weeks afterward, The differ-
encg-amounts to government giving prefer-
€nee Lo certain speakers over others,
the-Bupreme Court standard that speech regu-
latiph must be “content neutral” '
When the case began, the town’s ordinance
only'applied te signs of religious assembly. It
waslatér amended to include some nonprofit

Clyde Reed of the Good News -

servicesin different buildings"

 friendly motive

sent Pastor Reed two letters
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. vide an “important” interest,

groups. But why Create any éubfcmgories?
If the government interest is in furthering
safety and reducing curbside clutter, the town

l l regulating it has been around
L2 I{for four decades. In 1972’
Police Department of Chicago v. Mosley, the
Supreme Court ruled that a school ban on pick-
eting outside the school ‘could
cial exception for union picketing.

In a 1996 article in the University of Chi-
cago Law Review, then law profesgor (now Su-
preme Court Justice) Elena Kag;mte that

Speech Favorites?

notmake a spe-
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regulators aren’t inclined to admit an un-

in content-based speechregu-
lation, so courts sometimes must work “to
flush out illicit motives and to invalidate ac-

tions infected with them.”

Seven federal appellate courts are now in

conflict over judging the legalit'y of content- .

based regulation, with the First, Second,
i and Eleventh circuits ruling that such
regulation should be subject to “strict scry-
tiny,” meaning the regulation must be nar-
rowly tailored and showa compelling govern-
ment interest. The Third, Sixth
Circuits require “intermed]'ate scrutiny,”
which means the government need only pro-

The latter standard gives governments too

- much leeway to regulate speech they dislike.
extend their laudable .

The current Justices can
record of First Amendment Jurisprudence by
underscoring the constitutional principle that
even-handed regulation must apply to any
kind of speech. :

d Ninth |
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United in Outrage

The solidarity march of more than one million people

in Paris on Sunday was rich in placards and symbols but

appropriately devoid of speeches, Like many in the vast

throng that filled the broad boulevards between Place de .

la République and Place de la_Nation, the world leaders
who marched a portion of the route with President Fran-
¢ois Hollande locked arms and embraced. But there was
. no podium, no pulpit, only ubiquitous signs reading “Je
suis Charlie.” For the moment, that said it all..

Charlie, as the world has come to know, is Charlie
Hebdo, the satirical weekly tabloid that was attacked by
two radical Islamist gunmen on Wednesday. An apparent
ally of those gunmen allegedly killed a policewoman and
purst into a kosher supermarket in Paris, murdering sev-
eral people there. In the end, 17 people and the three ter-
rorists were dead, and “Je suis Charlie” swiftly became a
declaration of solidarity and grief, displayed on kiosks,
armbands, headbands, TV screens and banners.

There were some other signs, too — “I am Charlie,
cop, Jew” read some, and many displayed a simple pencil,
symbol for the freedom of‘express:nn that came under at-
tack when the brothers Chérif and Said Kouachi massa-
cred cartoonists and editors at Charlie Hebdo, evidently

because the magazine had published cartoons satirizing

the Prophet Muhammad.

There's much that can and should be discussed as a
result of the tragedy — about freedom of the press, about
the growing backlash across Europe against Muslim im-
migrants, about Islamist terrorism and Islamic fundamen-
talism. Certainly many of the dozens of national leaders in
the Paris march — including the leaders of Britain, Ger-
many, Spain, Italy, Turkey, Jordan, Israel, the Palestinian

Authority and Greece — could have said plenty. Many of -

their countries have known vicious terrorist al:f:acks inre-
cent years; many are contenging with rising antl-lmml
grant movements. The White House will gather leaders in

‘Washington next month for a summit meeting on prevent-

ing terrorism, the Amerlcan attorney general Eric Holder
Jr.,announced. . -

But with the horror and fears raised by the attacks -

still fresh, it was important and proper that the first re-’

sponse in Paris — as elsewhere in France; across Europe

, and‘across the Atlantic — was a resoundmg and united

demonstration of outrage and solidarity. Simply by tura-

ing out in vast numbers, the marchers eloquently demon-
_ strated a shared conviction that Charlie Hebdo was exer- -
. cising a right fundamental to democracy, the right of free
expression. No perceived provacation, no grievance and .

certainly no'religious conviction ]ustlfles kll]mg those who
wield only apen. = - ;

The Charlie Hebdo murders are certam to intensify
exploration for effective ways to comhat*‘terrorlsm .The

probability that one df the Kduachi brothers had trained

with Al Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula and was on Amier-
ican watch lists should prompt a search for better cooper-

-ation and communication among Western atlies and new

ways.to deal with the veteran jihadists who return to Eu-
rope after training and fighting with groups abroad.
" Perhaps the greatest danger iz the wake of the mas-

sacres is that more Europeans will come to the conclusion .
. that all Muslim immigrants on the Continent are carriers
of a great-and mortal threat. Anti-immigrant sentiments
were already at a dangerous level, madking it essential ‘for

national and pan-European leaders in coming days to un-
derscore that extremism is not inherent to the Muslim
faith, and that the Islamists themselves are hardly a sin-
gle entity. ’

That point was searmgly made by the brother of Ah-

med Merabet, a French police officer who was one of the -
people gunned down in the Charlie Hebdo attack. “My .:

brother was Muslim,” said Malek Merabet, “and he was

killed by two terrorists, by two false Muslims.”
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Charlie Hebdo’s Defiant Muhammad Cover Fuels
Debate on Free Speech

By DAN BILEFSKY JAN. 13, 2015
PARIS — Immediately upon unveiling its new cover — a depiction of Muhammad —
the French satirical newspaper Charlie Hebdo on Tuesday reignited the debate
pitting free speech against religious sensitivities that has embroiled Europe since 12
people were killed during an attack on its Paris offices by Muslim extremists a week
ago.

The cover shows the bearded prophet shedding a tear and holding up a sign
saying, “I am Charlie,” the rallying cry that has become synonymous with support of
the newspaper and free expression. Above the cartoon on a green background is the
headline: “All is forgiven.”

While surviving staff members, at an emotional news conference, described
their choice of cover as a show of forgiveness, most Muslims consider any depiction
of their prophet to be blasphemous. Moreover, interpretations quickly swirled
around the Internet that the cartoon also contained disguised crudity.

One of Egypt’s highest Islamic authorities warned that the cartoon would
exacerbate tensions between the secular West and observant Muslims, while death
threats circulated online against staff members.

A preacher, Anjem Choudary, the former leader of a radical group that was
banned in Britain, was quoted by Britain’s Independent newspaper as saying that the
image was “an act of war” that would be punishable by death if judged in a Shariah
court.

Beyond new threats — and the potential for more violence after a week in which
both mosques and Jewish sites were attacked — the persistence of what many in the

Muslim community see as continuing provocations opened complaints about a

http:/www.nytimes.com/2015/01/1 4/w0rld/europe/new-charlie-hebdo—has-muhammad—cartoon.ht.. . 1/13/2015
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double standard in European countries, whose bans on hate speech some see as
seeming to stop short of forbidding ridicule of Islam.

“If freedom of expression can be sacrificed for criminalizing incitement and
hatred, why not for insulting the Prophet of Allah?” Mr. Choudary wrote last week on
Twitter on the same day as the massacre at Charlie Hebdo, during which the
attackers indicated they were avenging Muhammad for the newspaper’s insults.

Supporters of the iconoclastic newspaper defended it as a fitting and deftant
tribute to its slain cartoonists. “I have no worries about the cover,” the cartoonist
who drew the cover, Renald Luzier, who uses the pen name Luz, told assembled
reporters al the offices of the newspaper Libération, which the Charlie Hedbo staff
has used since the attack. “We have confidence in people’s intelligence and we have
confidence in humor. The people who did this attack, they have no sense of humor.”

“I’m sorry we've drawn him yet again,” he added, “but the Muhammad we’ve
drawn is a man who is crying.”

Laurent Léger, an investigative journalist with Charlie Hebdo, shrugged off the
idea, circulating on social media, that the cartoon contained one or even two hidden
renderings of male genitals. “People can see what they want to see, but a cartoon is a
cartoon,” he said. “It is not a photograph.”

Muslim leaders as far away as Egypt condemned Charlie Hebdo, recalling
threats received by a Danish newspaper in 2005 after it, too, published cartoons
satirizing Muhammad.

Elsa Ray, the spokeswoman of the Paris-based Collective Against Islamophobia
in France, declined to react specifically to the new cartoon, but said that cartoons
that lampooned Muhammad breached the limits of decency and insulted Muslims.
“The freedom of expression may be gnaranteed by the French Constitution, but there
is a limit when it goes too far and turns into hatred, and stigmatization,” she said.

Moreover, she argued that the failure of French courts to clamp down on
cartoons satirizing Muhammad was a double standard, given the robustness of
action taken when cartoonists or artists insulted Jews, including Dieudonné M’bala
M’bala, a comedian, who in 2013 came under the scrutiny of courts which banned a
series of his shows.

Mr. M’bala M’bala has said it was a shame that a Jewish journalist had not been
killed in the gas chambers. He has also come under fire for popularizing a gesture

that strongly resembles a Nazi salute.
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In a statement on his Facebook page after Sunday’s enormous unity march in
Paris, Mr. M’bala M’bala expressed his admiration for Amedy Coulibaly, the gunman
behind the killings at a kosher supermarket. “As far as I am concerned, I feel I am
Charlie Coulibaly,” he wrote, alluding to the “I am Charlie” rallying cry. The Paris
prosecutor’s office said Monday it had opened an investigation to determine if Mr.
M’bala M’bala should be charged with promoting terrorism.

Mr. M’bala M’bala said that he was being unfairly targeted.

French laws safeguard the freedom of speech, but there are many exceptions to
the rule.

Prime Minister Manuel Valls told the National Assembly on Tuesday that
“blasphemy” was not in French law and never would be. But he refused to draw any
analogy between the satirists of Charlie Hebdo and Mr. M’bala M’bala.

“There is a fundamental difference,” he said.

Some cultural observers praised Charlie Hebdo for upholding Western values of
liberal democracy, even at risk of violence. Flemming Rose, the former cultural
editor of the Danish newspaper Jyllands-Posten, whose 2005 publication of cartoons
lampooning Muhammad — including onge with his turban depicted as a lit fuse —
drew violent recriminations that reverberated across the world, recalled that the
publication of the cartoons resulted in a fatwa against him by a radical cleric, threats
against the newspaper and one of its cartoonists, and attacks against Danish
embassies in the Middle East.

Mr. Rose said in an interview that Jyllands-Posten had decided not to publish
the latest Charlie Hebdo caricature for fear the newspaper would be targeted again.
Still, he said it was imperative that Western newspapers not surrender to Islamic
radicals.

“We aren’t republishing the Charlie Hebdo cartoons because we are afraid,” he
said. “But I know well that if you give in to intimidation, it works.”

His comments reflect the debate that last’s week attacks have ignited in
newsrooms and in the streets and cafes in Europe.

Jérdome Fenoglio, the managing editor of Le Monde, said his paper had decided
to publish the Charlie Hebdo cartoon on its cover because “it is an important
document that we wanted to show to everybody.” The cartoon, Mr. Fenoglio said,

“didn’t carry any insulting message.”
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“We defend our right to be able to publish any cartoon, but never those which
would be aggressive,” Mr. Fenoglio said. Though he said that some of Charlie
Hebdo’s caricatures were “not funny” and could “uselessly” offend people, “each
paper makes its own judgment.”

“Freedom of the press is an absolute right,” Mr. Fenoglio said, “but each paper
has its own free will, and chooses what seems pertinent or not.”

Some American newspapers, including The New York Times, did not reproduce
the Charlie Hedbo cartoons that mocked Islam. The Times called the decision an
editorial judgment that reflected its standards for content that is deemed offensive
and gratuitous.

The decision drew criticism from some free-speech advocates who called it
cowardly in the face of a terrorist attack, which the newspaper disputed.

“Actually, we have republished some of the Charlie Hebdo cartoons, including a
caricature of the head of ISIS, as well as some political cartoons,” Dean Baquet, the
executive editor of The Times, said in a statement. “We do not normally publish
images or other material deliberately intended to offend religious sensibilities.”

The Washington Post, which published a single previous Charlie Hebdo cartoon
of Muhammad on its printed op-ed page last Thursday, republished the new cover
on its website on Tuesday. Martin Baron, the newspaper’s executive editor, said the
images did not violate its editorial standards.

“It has to be deliberately, pointedly, needlessly offensive,” Mr. Baron said.

More publications have published or plan to reproduce Charlie Hebdo’s newest
cover online. Three million copies of the newspaper will be published on Wednesday
in 16 languages.

The proliferation of the cartoons is heightening concern that the already
precarious climate in Europe will worsen, with the possibility of more violence. Some
newspapers that reproduced the cartoons in solidarity after last week’s attack have
themselves been threatened or targeted already.

A Belgian newspaper, Le Soir, received an anonymous call Sunday from
someone threatening that “it’s going to blow in your newsroom.”

The same day, in Germany, stones and an incendiary object were thrown
through the windows of the Hamburg Morgenpost newspaper headquarters,

damaging the archive but causing no injuries.
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Khalil Charles, spokesman for the Muslim Association of Britain, said free
speech had been allowed to defy common sense and had given way to insults.
“Referring to last week’s attacks, he added: “Muslims are appalled, like everyone,
about what happened. But this is criminality that should not be attached to Islam,

and the Prophet should not be attacked as a result.”

Reporting was contributed by Maia de la Baume and Alan Cowell from Paris, Kareem
Fahim and Merna Thomas from Cairo, and Rick Gladstone and Ravi Somaiya from New
York.

@ 2015 The New York Times Company
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New Charlie Hebdo Cover Creates New Questions for

U.S. News Media

By RICK GLADSTONE and RAVI SOMAIYA JAN. 13, 2015
After the killings at the French satirical newspaper Charlie Hebdo last week by
Islamist extremists, other news media, including web-based outlets, chose to
republish some of its cartoons that many Muslims found so offensive.

Some American newspapers, including The New York Times, did not, calling the
decision an editorial judgment. They drew criticism from some free-speech
advocates who called the decision cowardly in the face of a terrorist attack.

This week, American newspapers are confronting a variation of that choice:
whether to republish the cover-page cartoon of the new Charlie Hebdo print edition,
due out Wednesday.

It shows a tearful caricature of the Prophet Muhammad holding the by-now
iconic “Je suis Charlie” (“I am Charlie”) placard with the words “Tout est
pardonné” (“All is forgiven”) above him. Many viewed the cartoon image as a
conciliatory message from the new editors of Charlie Hebdo after the carnage of the
Paris attack.

Others, however, said the new cover continues a Charlie Hebdo tradition of
intentionally offending Muslims by depicting their prophet, an act that many
Muslims consider blasphemous.

The choice to republish the image (The Times, again, is not) goes to the heart of
the debate about what constitutes free expression versus gratuitous images that at
least some viewers find offensive, newspaper executives and other journalists said.

They also said the choice touches on differences in American and French
standards for offensiveness. It is further complicated by a legitimate news reason —
Charlie Hebdo’s response to the deadly assault — that would seem to justify showing

precisely what the newspaper did in its response.
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“Newspapers have to consider their audience, who reads their publication,” said
Martha Steffens, a professor at the University of Missouri School of Journalism and
an executive board member at the International Press Institute, an advocacy group.
“Every news outlet is not going to make the same decision.”

Professor Steffens, who was coincidentally visiting Paris last week with some
students when the attacks took place, said that what might be different in the
decision making this week was the newsworthiness of the Charlie Hebdo attack and
its aftermath.

“This is newsworthy because it’s the cover of a newspaper after a terrible
tragedy,” she said.

At The Times, which republished some Charlie Hebdo cartoons in its coverage
of the attack, but not the ones that mocked Islam, an editorial decision was made in
its online coverage to provide a link for viewers to click should they wish to see the
new Muhammad cover. But the image will not be published in the print edition.

“Actually we have republished some of the Charlie Hebdo cartoons including a
caricature of the head of ISIS as well as some political cartoons,” Dean Baquet,
executive editor of The Times, said in a statement. “We do not normally publish
images or other material deliberately intended to offend religious sensibilities. Many
Muslims consider publishing images of their prophet innately offensive and we have
refrained from doing so.”

Other news outlets took a different approach. BuzzFeed, the online news site,
ran previous Charlie Hebdo cartoons deemed offensive by Muslims and featured an
image of the Wednesday cover in an article about how other publications were
dealing with it. The BuzzFeed article portrayed those who chose not to republish as
practicing self-censorship.

The Washington Post, which published a single image of a previous Charlie
Hebdo cartoon of Muhammad on its printed op-ed page last Thursday, republished
the new cover on its website on Tuesday. Martin Baron, the newspaper’s executive
editor, said the images did not violate its editorial standards.

“It has to be deliberately, pointedly, needlessly offensive,” Mr. Baron said.

In France, other newspapers have rallied to aid Charlie Hebdo. Its latest issue
has been assembled in the offices of the left-wing newspaper Libération, some of
whose staff members posted the image on Twitter earlier this week. In London, the
newspaper The Guardian published the cartoon, but a web version of its article
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warns readers that it “contains the image of the magazine cover, which some may
find offensive.”

Adding to the debate over publishing the cartoon, some online commentators
have also asserted that, if viewed upside down, the image could be seen as a
depiction of the male anatomy. Many previous Charlie Hebdo images satirizing
religious leaders have also included subtle or explicit pornographic references.

Laurent Léger, an investigative journalist with Charlie Hebdo, shrugged off the
idea, circulating on social media, that the new cartoon of Muhammad contained one
or even two drawings of male genitals.

“People can see what they want to see, but a cartoon is a cartoon. It is not a
photograph. Who's to say what Muharmmad looks like. I haven’t seen him myself,”
Mr. Leger said.

Joel Simon, the executive director of the Committee to Protect Journalists, a
New York-based advocacy group, said he was concerned that the debate over the
Charlie Hebdo cartoons had conflated the issues of free-speech and editorial
judgment.

“Some people agree, some disagree.;But I don’t think there’s evidence to suggest
the decision was made because of threats of violence,” he said.

“Here’s the thing that troubles me: This is a time when, regardless of your
decision to publish or not, we need to stand together behind the principle of freedom
of expression. I'd hate to see this become divisive.”

Dan Bilefsky contributed reporting from Paris.

® 2015 The New York Times Company
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Readers Sound Off to Public Editor on Decision Not
to Publish Cartoons

By Margaret Sullivan

January 14, 2015 3:50 pm

I’ve seen intense response from Times readers before. When I wrote about the
test drive of a Tesla electric car, or Nate Silver’s offer to place a bet on his
prognostications, hundreds of readers commented and emailed. When I wrote about
coverage of the Israeli-Palestinian confli¢t, readers certainly let me know what they
thought.

But nothing compares with the response over the past few days over The
Times’s decision not to publish cartoons of Muhammad from the satirical newspaper
Charlie Hebdo, where a terrorist attack killed eight staff members last week in Paris.

After my post, explaining the executive editor’s reasoning and calling for a
review of standards, went up last Thursday, response began quickly. Running heavily

against the decision not to publish, it quickly reached several hundred.

A New York reader, whose commenting handle is Tom, put it succinctly. “By not
publishing the subject cartoons, The Times fails in its primary purpose: reporting the

news.”

My news assistant, Joumana Khatib, moderated the comments and continued to
do so over the weekend. I was reading each one with great interest. By Tuesday
afternoon, there were about 700. And, separately, plenty of email arrived. My second
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post on the subject went online Wednesday morning, making the case for the
newsworthiness of the new Charlie Hebdo cover.

The executive editor, Dean Baquet, told me that he, too, was reading the
comments, and he described them to me as eloquent and thoughtful. He said he
understood fully that many readers disagreed vehemently with his decision;
meanwhile, he was answering as much of his own voluminous email on the subject

as he could.

I felt, as I often do, that Times readers have an intense emotional reaction to
their newspaper — and that they express their strong beliefs with passion and
intelligence. It’s sometimes overwhelming, but always heartening, to hear what they

have to say.

® 2015 The New York Times Company
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MIDDLE EAST

Newspaper in Israel Scrubs Women From a Photo of
Paris Unity Rally

By JODI RUDOREN JAN. 13, 2015

JERUSALEM — Chancellor Angela Merkel of Germany was right there next to the
president of France on Sunday, marching through the streets of Paris for all the
world to see — all the world, that is, except the readers of an ultra-Orthodox
newspaper in Israel.

The newspaper, HaMevaser, altered a front-page photograph of the march to
remove Ms. Merkel and other female leaders, setting off snickers and satire on social
media. ;

Ultra-Orthodox publications generally avoid pictures of women for reasons of
modesty, and their intended audience has been known to scratch women’s faces out
of bus advertisements and to bar them from running for public office in their parties.
But some people saw the deletions from the Paris photograph as a more serious sin.

“It is rather embarrassing when, at a time that the Western world is rallying
against manifestations of religious extremism, our extremists manage to take the
stage,” Allison Kaplan Sommer commented on a blog for Israel’s left-leaning
newspaper Haaretz. She berated HaMevaser for “denying the fact that in the wider
world, beyond the ultra-Orthodox Jewish community, women do stand on the world
stage and shape events.”

Apparently deleted along with Ms. Merkel were: the mayor of Paris, Anne
Hidalgo; a European Union official; and Simonetta Sommaruga, the president of
Switzerland.

The altered photo, first pointed out by Walla, an Israeli news site, drew wide
serutiny. Rather than just blur the women’s faces, HaMevaser tried to make it appear
as though no women had been there to begin with. The results were far from
seamless: Mediaite called the alterations “sloppy,” citing the discoloration of a man’s
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face, a disembodied hand, a mysterious glove and an unexplained blur, and posted a
comparison with the unaltered original.

An Irish satirical news source, Waterford Whispers, responded by posting its
own “feminist newspaper photoshop,” featuring the same Paris street scene with
three female leaders depicted, but no men.

Newspapers catering to ultra-Orthodox Jews have been embarrassed before by
their handling of news photographs depicting women. In 2011, Di Tzeitung, a
Brooklyn-based publication, apologized for digitally altering a photograph to remove
Hillary Rodham Clinton, who was then secretary of state, and another woman from a
scene in the White House Situation Room.

No one from HaMevaser could be reached on Tuesday, including the owner,
Meir Porush, a former member of Parliament. The newspaper, established in 20009,
publishes up to eight pages daily and 20 pages on Fridays, focusing on current
affairs. Its Thursday section “For the Home” is aimed at women.

Rama Burshtein, an ultra-Orthodox filmmaker whose 2012 movie “Fill the
Void” won international acclaim, said in an interview that the alteration of the photo
would make perfect sense to the newspaper’s readers.

“It’s very, very, very, very, very hard for a nonreligious person to understand the
purity of eyes,” Ms. Burshtein said. “By us, men don’t look at women’s photos,
period. As long as you don’t know that, then it sounds ridiculous, or changing history
or events. But we’re not here to get the events the way they are. We are here to keep

the eyes.”
Gabby Sobelman coniributed reporting from Jerusalem, and Robert Mackey {rom New

York.

© 2015 The New York Times Company
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_ Islam’s Problem With Blasphemy

By Mustafa Akyol

ILL “moderate Mus-
lims” finally “speak up”

coreligionists? People

: : around the world have
asked (but, as in the past, have not all se-
riously examined) this question since
last week’s horrific attacks on the French
satirical magazine Charlie Hebdo and on
a kosher supermarket in Paris.

In-fact, Muslim-statesmen, clerics and
intellectuals have added their voices to
condemnations of terror by leaders
around the world. But they must un-
dertake another essential task: Address
and reinterpret Islam’s traditional take
on “blasphemy,” or insult to the sacred.

The Paris terrorists were apparently

fueled by the zeal to punish blasphemy, .

and fervor for the same cause has bred
militancy in the name of Islam in various

other incidents, ranging from.Ayatollah -

Ruhollah Khomeini’s fatwa against the
writer Salman Rushdie in 1989 to the
threats and protests against the Danish
newspaper Jyllands-Posten for publish-

ing cartoons lampooning ‘the Prophet

Muhammad in 2005, )
- Mockery of Muhammad, actual or per-
ceived, has been at the heart of nearly all

* of these controversies over blasphemy.
This might seem unremarkable at first,
but there is something curious about it,
for the Prophet Muhammad is not the

only sacred figure in Islam.. The Quran -

praises other prophets — such as Abra-
_ham, Moses and Jesus — and even ‘tells
Muslims. to “make no distinction” be-
tween these messéngers of God: Yet for
some reason, Islamist extremists seem to
obsess only about the Prophet Muham-
mad. ' :
Even more curiously, mockery of God
— what one would expect to see as the
most outrageous blasphemy — seems to

+ shave escaped their attention as well, Sa- -

* Mustafa Akyol is a contributing opinion
wriler and the author of “Islam Without
. Extremes: A Muslim Case for Liberty,”

[

against their militant -

tirical magazines such as Charlie Hebdo
have run cartoons ridiculing God (in the
Jewish, Christian and Muslim contexts),
but they were targeted with vielence only
when they ridiculed the Prophet Muham-
mad. :

(Of course, this is not to say extremists ‘

should threaten and harm cartoonists for
more diverse theological reasons; obvi-
ously, they should not target them at all.

But the exclusive focus on the Prophet -

Muhammad is worth pondering. One ob-
vious explanation is that while God and
the other prophets are also sacred for Ju-

. daism and Christianity, the Prophet Mu:

hammad is sacred only for Muslims. In

other words, the zeal comes not from

merely respect for the sacred, but from
e h o

Muslims should simply
ignore insults to their
faith, the Quran says.

VY i -

e

mﬂlttaﬂ y for what's sacred to us — us be-
ing the community of Muslims, So the
unique ‘sensitivity around Muhammad

seems to be & case of religious national--
. ism, with its focus on the earthly commmu-

nity — pather than of true faith, whose
main fodus should be the divine.
5till, this religious nationalism is gutd-

ed by religions law — Shariah — that in-

cludes clauses about punishing blas-
phemy as a deadly sin, It is thus of vital
importance that Muslim scholars coura-
geously, even audaciously, address this
issue today. They can begin by acknowl-
edging that, while Shariah is rooted in
the divine, the overwhelming majority of

its injunctions are-man-made, partly re-’
flecting the values and needs of the sev-

enth to 12th centuries — when no part of
the world was liberal, and other religions,

such as Christianity, also considered

blasphemy a capital crime. :
The only source in Islamic law that all

-believers.

Muslims acceptAindisputably is the Qur-
an. And, conspicpously, the Quran de- -
crees no earthly punishmerit "@#& bias-

- phemy — or for apostasy (abandonment

or remunciation of the faith), a related

" concept. Nor, for that mater, does the

Quran command stoning, female circum-
cision or a ban on fine arts. All thege doc- |
trinal innovations, as it Wweére, . were
brought into the literature of Islam as
medieval scholars interpreted it, accord-
ing to the norms of their time and-milieu.

Tellingly, severe punishmetits for hlas:
phemy and apostasy appeared when in-
creasingly despotic Muslim empires
needed to find a religious justiftcation to
eliminate political opponents.

One of the earliest “blasphemers” in

Islam was the pious scholaryGhaylan a-

Dimashqi, who was ekecuted {h-tHe Sth
century by the Umayyad Empire. His
main “heresy” was to insigtThat rglers

did not have the right to ragatd their
power as “a gift of God,” and that they

- had to be aware of thejr responsibility to

the people.

Before all that politically motivated ex-
pansion and toughening of Shariah,
though, the Quran told early Muslims,
who routinely faced the mockery of their
faith by pagans: “God has tpld, you.iny fire .
Book that when you hear GtPs revela
tions disbelieved in and mocked at, i ]
not sit with them until they efitér. into
some other discourse; surely thén you
would be like them.”

Just “do not sit with them” — that is
the response the Quran suggests for
mockery. Not violence. Not even censor-
ship. _ ‘ )

Wise Muslim religious leaders from
the entire world would do Islam a great
favor if they preached .and reiterated -
such a, nonviolent and -nodoppressive
stance in the face of insults against Is-
lam.. That sort of instructfon tduld alse
help- their more intolerant corefigionists
understand that rage is a sign of nothing
but immaturity. The power of any faith
comes not from its coercion of critics and

dissenters. Tt comes from the moral in- .

tegrity and the intellectual strength of its
: .



ByeNewlorkBimes s

ARTHUR OCHS SULZBERGER JR., Publisher, Chairman
" Founded in 1851 DEAN BAQUEI' Executive Editor

ADOLPHS, OCHS TOM BODKIN, Creative Director

Pablisher 18961935 SUSAN CHIRA, Deputy Executive Editor
ARTHUR HAYS SULZBERGER JANET ELDER, Deputy Executive Editor
Publizher 1935-1961 IAN FISHER, Deputy Executive Editor
(ORVIL E. DRYFOOS MATTHEW PURDY, Deputy Executive Editor
Publisher 1961-1963 o
- ARTHUR OCHS SULZBERGER REBECCA CORBETT, Asa:dtantEd'ltor

- STEVE DUENES, Assfstant Editor

. Publisher 1963-1992
: JOSEPH KAHN, Assistant Editor -

ALEXANDRA MAcCALLUM, Assistan Editor

MICHELE McNALLY, Assistqnt Editor

ANDREW ROSENTHAL, Editorial Page Editor -
" TRISH MALL, Deputy Editorial Page Editor

MARK THOMPSON, Chief Exscutive Officer

MICHAEL GOLDEN, Vice Chairman :

JAMES M. FOLLO, Chief Financial Officer . Lot
KENNETH A. RICHIERI, Genaral Connsel

ROLAND A. CAPUTO, Executive V.P, Print Products
MEREDITH KOPIT LEVIEN, Executive V.2, Advertising

YASMIN NAMINI, Chisf Consumer Officer J

MARC FRONS, Chief lriformation Officer

WILLIAM T. BARDEEN, Seniar Vice President

THOMAS K. CARLEY, Senior Vice Prexident |
" TERRY L. HAYES, Senidr Vice President ' ;

R. ANTHONY BENTEN, Controller ' ‘

LAURENA L. EMHOFF, Treasurer

DIANE BRAYTON, Ss:m!ary

'

TERRY TANG, Deputy Editorial Page Edir-?r

Wrong Responses to Charlle Hebdo

te

Leaders in Europe are ]ustlflably trying to figure out
‘'what they should be doing to prevent terrorist attacks like
the recent massacre at the satirical French newspaper
Charhe Hebdo. Regrettably, some polificians are propos- -
ing the kind of Internet censorship and surveillance that
would do little to protect their c1tlzens but do a lot to in-
fringe on-civil liberties. :

" In Paris, a dozen interior ministers from European
Umon -countries including France, Britain and Germany
issued a statement earlier this week calling on Internet
service providers to identify and take down online content
“that aims to incite hatred and terror” The mimsters also
‘'want the European Union to start’ monitoring and storing
mformatmn about the itineraries of air travelers. And in
Bntam Prime Minister David Cameron suggested the
c,ountry should ban Internet services that did not give the
-government the ability to monitor all encrypted chats and
-calls.
.- ‘Even. before the Charlie Hebdo attack European
leaders were proposing or enacting harsh measures. For
éxample, the French Parliament passed a law in Septem-

. ber that allows the authonl:les to temporarily seize the
'passports and identity cards of citizens who seem intent
on joining foreign terrorist organizations. And this week,
‘French officials said they had arrested 54 people for hate
speech, including a controversial comedian, = :

Appealing as these measures may sound in the after-

math of a tragedy, they are deeply flawed. Countries like -

:France and Germany have long had stricter controls on
speech than the United States. For exarnple, their govern-
ments have in the past forced Internet firms like Yahao.
.and Twitter to take down Nazi propaganda. But those de-
‘cisions are generally made by govemment ofﬂcials or
judges, not technology companies. :

- Internet service providers do not have the staff or the

“skill to determine what content is likely to lead to terrorist

attacks. That is why a blanket mandate to censor terror- ‘

ism-related mformat;on could. force these businesses to

grr on the side of cauuqn and take down information that .

.might be offensive but would not lead to an imminent at-
tack. In fact, an Internet service provider might well have

 landline phone, so why not a messaging service? i

. scure their identities and locatmns oo E

l:aken down sauncal ca.rtoons of the kind Charhe Hebdo

published.- :
Besides, even if Internet companies blocked videos |

and other propaganda produced by terrorist groups from . |

their networks, that action would not necessarily prevent

Eurupeans from finding that information: Terrorist sym-

pathizers could access the banned content relatively easi- -

ly by using virtual private networks or proxy servers that -
allow users in one country to pretend they are in a differ-
ent country, like the United States, wherg free, speech
laws are much stronger. Some Européans are already us- -

- ing such tools to access American: services, Hke Netﬂ]x
- that are not yet available in their countries. ‘

- Mr. Cameron’s. proposal raises angther: set of probr
lems. In a speech earlier this week, he said he wanted
companies’like WhatsApp and Snapchat ‘to create bacl(
doors in their services that would allow: mtel[lgence serv-
ices to monitor conversations between users. If the com-
panies refused to comply, he said, they should not be al- |
lowed to operate in Britain. Such an approach might seem ’
reasonable to some — after all, the. police can wiretap a J

But technology and privacy advocates say it is dan- ;
gerous to0 require technology.cnmpames to bujld such sur- !
veillance mechanisms into’ commumcaildna sBrvices p&

" cause hackers and crumnals will 1nev1tably find wayg to

use those back doors to steal mfdrmauon from mdlvid-
uals, corporations and governments. - \

Mr. Cameron's proposal would make the Internet leds .
secure without necessarily hampering terrorists. Pagple |
who are determmed to communicate with Each other in:
secret‘can download encryption software from the Initep- -
net and send messages through- systems llke Tor that ob-

Of course, goveraments can and should take st,eps to:
identify threats and prevent berrorist attacks through tar-
geted intelligence gathering. But there is good réason to

believe that-widespread censorship and intrusive surveil-
lance will only undermme pe.rsonal freedoms and could
even make us less secure.
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- united during’ Paris’
march a week ago. But by the next -

o ' who wears a skullcap? That, too,
i [ - . is free expression. But do you

i 1 1 1 o . ) : only have yourself to blame by

' , " making it easier for a violent anti-

Charlie Hebdo & free speech |

-sense,” the Times reported.

. NICOLE
GELINAS -

F a young woman wearing a

short skirt and high heels walks

down a dangerous street late at

night, does she have it coming
to her when she gets kidnapped,
raped and murdered?

Far too many people have made
an equivalent “they had it com-
ing” argument about the Charlie
Hebdo murders in Paris. Time to
wale up!

Seventeen innocent people died

horrifically bloody deaths over

cartoons. Few things in life are ab-
solute, but this one is: There is no
“perspective” here. :

Yes, everyone was resolute and
historic

afternoon, the main story at The
New York Times site was that the
satirical French magazine’s new
Mohammed cover was. “fueling a
debate on free speech.”

A *high Islamic authority” in

" Egypt said the cartoon would "exac-

erbate tensions” A French anti-Is-
lamophobia group insisted “there is
a limit when [free expression] goes
too far™ A similar group in Britain
complained that “free speech had
been allowed to defy common

Yes, yes, you must report the
news — although it’s hard to see

the Times blithely printing a’

comment saying “wearing a short
skirt goes too far” after a brutal
rape and murder because it’s
“common sense” that men can’t
contirol their sexual desire.

"And what about the pope? Ges-

“turing to ome of his assistants,

Pope Francis said last week, “If
[he] says a curse word against my
mother, he can expect a punch

. It’s normal.”

Reporting the story, The Finan-
cial Times headlined it, “Pope
backs free speech, but faith is off
limits,” as if these two phrases
can possibly go together.

Actually, there is no
over free speech. Either you have
it or you don't.

And contrary to the Pope’s cute
vignette, it's sort of a main tenet of
Western  civilization - that you
don’t answer words with viclence.

-Lots of smart people like the
Times" David Brooks have taken
this opportunity to peint ouf that
the dead French cartoonists’
drawings were dumb or racist,
anyway.

In other’ words, as if death

weren't punishment enough, the
victims must come in for intellec-

tual criticism. {(And how does that_

argument apply to the murders at

“debate”

the Jewish market — is it that ko-
sher food doesn'’t taste good?)

The other “blame the victim”
line is that France had it coming,
because it is, um, an imperfect
‘Western nation.

Yes, yes, isolated housing proj-
ects were a bad idea; high youth
unemployment is sad; racism. is
bad; French people are rude. So

what? Almost no one who must’

put up with those conditions re-

_ sorts to mass murder.

This strain doesn’t hold up ter-
Tifically, anyway, when applied to
other situations: S

®'Was the 2013 Boston bombers’
alienafion the fault of. liberal

It _..am___\ _m that simple: A woman outside the French m:...wmmwe i Berlin
last week at a rally in support of the victims shows what’s at stake.

Cambridge, where they grew up?
® Did- America fail by failing to
integrate the self~styled ISIS jiha-
dist who tried to ldll two New
York cops with an ax last Qctober?
®How "bout the guy who at-

‘tacked a man in Brooklyn syna-

gogue in December — with cops
ldlling him to save an innocent life?
Did Amerjca fail that jihadist, too?

All of this victim-blaming isn't

just revolting. It's dangerous. -

If youwre just asking for your.
body to be blown apart by.an au-
tomatic weapon if you draw a
cartoon — or if don't make ev-
eryone in your society perfectly
happy, then:

e

v

® What if you're a religious Jew

Semite to
crowd? . ]

#Should a svelte blonde be al-
lowed to jog through a predomi-
nantly Muslim neighborhood wear-
ing Spandex instead of a nigab?

Blaming the dead for their own
murders is dangerous in another
way, too. -

Nobody with power likes free
speech. If you write for a living,
you learn that important people

pick you out of the

“will try almost anything to get
things in print or keep them out

of print. .

Today, it’s maybe irresponsible
— and therefore should be illegal?
— to print a Mohammed cartoon.

Tomorrow, maybe ill be irre- .

sponsible to criticize a wartime
president or prime minister.

To get an idea of how tempting
it is for power to censor, consider
that. more than half of American
colleges restrict campiis speech,
vaguely prohibiting things - like
“inappropriate expression.”

The dead cartoonists, in the end,

‘were right. If you can’t put pen to

paper without risking death, you
can’t do anything freely. i

To make one exception means

to make them all.
Now let’s see how many sup-

- posed defenders of speech will

Jjust stop there . .. instead of add-
ing the “but, but, but” that shows
they don’t believe in free expres-
sion when it really counts —
when people just died for it.

Nicole Gelinas is a contributing
editor to the Manhattan Insti-
tute’s City Journal,
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